modes of adaptation to immigration, including the construction and reconstruction of ethnicity as one of the modes. A social psychological analysis would tie macro-social characteristics to micro-social characteristics of immediate social contexts in which individuals, families, and groups live. Particular economic conditions, state policies and procedures, size and dispersal/ concentration of groups across states and regions affect likely modes of adaptation because they heighten or lessen social categorization and salience of group boundaries, and because they increase or decrease opportunities for intragroup and intergroup contact, communication, competition, cooperation, and social comparison. This paper uses Tajfel's Social Identity Theory (Tajfel 1978 (Tajfel , 1981 ; Tajfel and Turner 1979) as a framework for a social psychological analysis of a limited set of cultural adaptations of persons of Mexican origin living in the United States. Tajfel's conceptualization of social identity, which emphasizes the causal role of social categorization and social comparison, is the most widely used framework in psychology for explaining identity formation, persistence, and change. It should therefore be particularly helpful in understanding how immigrants' social identities change as a result of living in a new country. Tajfel's theory also allows for the study of ethnics-the descendants of former immigrants-because of the multiple group memberships that combine former affiliations with new ones. As a case in point, we examine Mexicans in the United States because they illustrate how social identities can change over time and affect their cultural adaptations.
The process that Mexicans in the United States undergo is similar to that of other immigrant groups. Their social identities are socially constructed from the knowledge individual members have about their group's collective history and from their experiences in various social structures in the United States. Historical and structural influences operate through a variety of social processes, but following Tajfel, we emphasize their effects on social categorization, social comparison, and what is made problematic psychologically as individuals form social identities. These psychological processes affect both the content and structure of social identities. We further argue that social identities then serve as mediators of cultural adaptations.
To capture how social identities may change as a result of the group's social psychological experiences, we examine the social identities for two groups of Mexicans in the United States: first-generation immigrants and longer-term residents who by virtue of birth are U.S. Second, Mexico's proximity further exaggerates the distinction between first-and latergeneration Mexican descendants. Geographical proximity promotes the ease with which first-generation immigrants from Mexico can renew the psychological meaning of Mexico through visits, returning to Mexico to live, reentering the United States but often with the aspiration of a permanent return to Mexico; and maintaining bonds with family members residing in Mexico. This homeward orientation helps explain why Mexican immigrants' naturalization rate is the lowest among the immigrant groups that now form the core of contemporary immigration to the United States (Portes and Rumbaut 1990) . Members of the later generations also have ties with Mexico, but fewer than those that typify first-generation immigrants.
Thus, for historical and ecological reasons, first-and later-generations of Mexican descendants live in two different social contexts, different enough that the content and structure of their social identities differ markedly. We test this prediction through exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses. We further expect that their uniquely patterned identities will mediate the cultural adaptations of both groups. We test this prediction by within group multivariate regressions in which social identities are used as predictors, along with demographic and structural controls, to explain cultural adaptations.
Tajfel's Identity Theory

Social Psychological Processes
A full examination of identity requires distinguishing categorical and group aspects of identity from personal and dispositional aspects. We think of ourselves as part of social categories and groups. We also think of ourselves as having psychological traits and dispositions that give us personal uniqueness. This paper is concerned with social identities-the aspects of an individual's self-concept that derive from one's knowledge of being part of categories and groups, together with the value and emotional significance attached to those memberships (Tajfel 1981) .
Tajfel argues that the formation of social identities is the consequence of three social psychological processes. The first is social categorization. Nationality, language, race or ethnicity, skin color or any other social or physical characteristic that is meaningful in particular social contexts can be the basis for social categorization and thus the basis for the creation of social identities. In a series of field studies in many societies and cultures, Tajfel and his colleagues provide evidence of the ubiquitousness of social categorization. In a series of experimental laboratory studies they have also demonstrated that even when individuals are told that they have been categorized on a random basis, the cognitive processes that should result from social categorization generally take place. Because categorization has effects even in such "minimal group conditions" and because categorization occurs in all human societies, it is viewed as the natural and universal basis of identity formation. Psychologists who work within the Tajfel tradition treat social categorization and identity formation almost as "hard wired" aspects of the mental make-up of humankind. Nonetheless, there is also evidence of wide sociocultural variation that defines what characteristics are used to categorize people into groups.
The second process that underlies the construction of social identities is social comparison. Psychologically, Tajfel argues that social comparison inevitably follows social categorization. Once individuals are categorized, they naturally tend to compare their group(s) with others. Societal evaluation is also critical in social comparison. According to Tajfel, the characteristics of one's group(s) as a whole (such as a group's status, its richness or poverty, or its ability to reach its aims) achieve significance in relation to perceived differences from other groups and the value connotation of these differences (Tajfel 1978) .
The third process involves psychological work, both cognitive and emotional work, that is prompted by what Tajfel assumes is a universal motive-to achieve a positive sense of distinctiveness. This motive'can be fulfilled through feeling good about the groups into which individuals have been categorized and is activated by the discomfort that follows being categorized into devalued groups. The groups and categories that are most problematic for a sense of positive distinctiveness-ones that are disparaged, memberships that have to be negotiated frequently because they are visible to others, ones that have become politicized by social movements, etc.-are the most likely to become social identities for individuals. Moreover, it is these identities that become especially powerful psychologically. They are easily accessible; individuals think a lot about them; they are apt to be salient across situations; they are likely to function as schemas, frameworks, or social scripts. Unproblematic group memberships-ones that are socially valued or accord privilege, those that are not obvious to others-may not even become social identities. This helps explain the rarity of a white identity or a Yankee identity or an identity as a man. Or when individuals do construct social identities around these kinds of group memberships, the identities are not likely to be salient, easily accessible, or psychologically important across situations. Such identities usually depend on particular social circumstances to be made salient and to be given psychological meaning. Tajfel's theory, therefore, leads the analyst to pay most attention to social categorizations and group memberships that are likely to require the most negotiation and psychological work to gain a positive sense of distinctiveness.
A criticism of the Tajfel framework, however, is that it pays scant attention to historical and structural conditions that might suggest what these social characteristics and group memberships are likely to be. The main structural variable in Tajfel's theory of identity formation is blocked exit. There are many other structural conditions and many historical circumstances that need to be considered, however, in applying the Tajfel framework to identity expressions among immigrants and ethnic communities.
Historical and Structural Influences
Historical and structural differences between first and later generations of Mexican descendants should affect the complexity and types of social categorizations and social comparisons they are subjected to, and thus the structure and content of their social identities. We use the Tajfel framework, and draw upon marked features of the social contexts of first and later generations to make general predictions and to interpret our results.
Our first prediction is that the structure of social identities will be more differentiated among later generations than among first-generation immigrants. This prediction is based on social structural and historical conditions that should affect the number of social categorizations and comparisons the two groups are likely to encounter.
Later generations, because of their greater competence in English, greater geographic dispersal, and greater occupational differentiation are located in more variable and complicated social structures in the United States than are first-generation immigrants. These structural characteristics increase the probability of having contact with multiple groups (ethnic groups, occupational groups, political groups) in U.S. society. These contacts are likely to result in numerous social categorizations that are drawn about these persons of Mexican descent and that they draw about others, as well as the likelihood that they will compare themselves to multiple groups. In contrast, the first generation immigrants' greater dependence on Spanish, greater likelihood of living in concentrated Mexican ethnic neighborhoods, and greater occupational restrictions to laborer and operative job categories limit their intergroup contact and increase the probability that social categorization and comparison will center on the differentiation between Mexicans and U.S residents. Living in these more restricted social contexts, their social identities are likely to be less numerous as well. We also predict that the content of social identities of first and later generations would differ. Birth in Mexico, and status as a sojourner in the United States, should produce a Mexican and/or Latin American construction of social class and political identities for the first generation. Since class consciousness and its significance in national politics are greater in Latin America than in the United States, we expect to see its impact in how the first generation conceptualizes identities around worker and political symbols. Moreover, the statuses of immigrant and manual worker invoke many negative stereotypes that first-generation immigrants have to negotiate in a U.S. political climate that has become increasingly hostile to immigration. These problematic statuses should produce identities constructed specifically around immigrant and manual worker. We also expect that United States/American symbols and labels would be especially problematic for the first generation who have not yet settled their eventual citizenship and residency decisions.
The U.S. nativity of the later generations is expected to shape the content of their social identities in distinctively American ways. We expect to see evidence of a politicized identity constructed from the symbols given political meaning by the Chicano political movement of the 1970s. The interpretations of history and transformation of the very term, Chicano, from a once invidious one to a term of pride and defiance reflect what Tajfel means by a social change strategy. We expect to find at least one identity that would represent this mode. We also expect to find a merger of ethnicity and/or nationality with social class among the later generations who have been affected by a political culture in which class is rarely as powerful as ethnicity or race. And finally, the tendency in many official documents, in the rhetoric of political leaders, and in state policies defining protected minorities of lumping all Mexican-origin persons together, and often lumping all persons of Latin American origin or of Spanish linguistic backgrounds together, should make the terms Mexican, and being a Spanish speaker especially problematic for later generations. They are aware of shared history and of shared treatment; but they are also aware of great internal variations among people who are treated "as if their internal similarities and external differences from the majority were real" (Portes and Rumbaut 1990:138).
Finally, we predict that the identities that emerge around problematic statuses (immigrant, manual worker, U.S. citizen for the first generation; Mexican, Spanish speaker for the later generations), and those that reflect a political, collective construction of selfhood (a Chicano self for the later generations, a working class construction for first generation) would be the most psychologically implicated in the cultural adaptations of the two groups.
Research Methods
The Sample
The analyses reported here are based on the benchmark survey conducted in 1979 of persons of Mexican descent under the auspices of the Institute for Social Research of the University of Michigan. The survey was based on the first probability sample of Mexicanancestry households in the Southwestern United States (California, New Mexico, Arizona, Texas, and Colorado) and in the Chicago metropolitan area. It was the first study whose sample was representative of almost 90 percent of the total U.S. population of Mexican ancestry identified in the 1970 U.S. Census (Santos 1985) . In addition to its representativeness, the significance of the Chicano Survey also lies in the comprehensiveness of the topics covered: labor force participation, language issues, cultural preferences, social identity, family related issues, and mental health. No other survey based on such a broad spectrum of this population has included such in-depth coverage of U.S. Mexicans' attitudes and views on such diverse topics. The main limitation of these rich data, however, is the lack of a comparison with other ethnic groups, which, in turn, restrict the type of analyses that can be conducted. Although we could not transcend this limitation, we bypassed it by creating two subgroups within the same sample: Chicanos and Mexicanos.
The two subsets of the sample respondents used in the analyses are Mexicanos who are individuals born in Mexico-first generation immigrants. Chicanos are individuals who were born in the United States but had a parent(s) or grandparent(s) born in Mexico-second or later generations.
An additional structural control was introduced by using the respondents' language preferences. The interviewers were bilingual and were instructed to ask the respondent if he/she preferred to carry out the interview in English or in Spanish. All but 23 of the 341 first generation immigrants preferred Spanish.3 All but 56 of the 291 third or longer-term generations preferred English. The second generation had more variability. Two-thirds of the 338 second generation took the interview in English, one-third in Spanish. We include in the analyses only the Mexicanos who took the interview in Spanish (N=318), and the second/ third/later generations who chose to converse in English (N=445).
The decision to use both nativity and language as the basic controls to specify Mexicanos and Chicanos reflects our judgment that these two qualities historically have been the critical markers of immigrants and other persons of Mexican descent. It could be argued, however, that we have biased the possibility of finding social identity differences by this decision, since it is well known that second-and later-generation persons of Mexican descent who do not speak English are the most likely to still hold manual laboring jobs and to live in concentrated Mexican communities, much as immigrants do (Portes and Rumbaut 1990). We checked for such a bias by testing whether or not the final Chicano social identity model fit the intercorrelations of the total U.S.-born group as well as it fit our more restrictively-defined sample of Chicanos. Since the fit was approximately the same, we chose to use our restrictive definition.
Defined by nativity and language preference, the Mexicanos and Chicanos differed in the ways that studies of Mexican immigration suggest that they would. were available in the national study of the Mexican-descent population made it possible to control eight of these factors so we could draw conclusions about the role of social identities in cultural adaptation independent of these structural forces that also affect identities and cultural adaptations. Family income was measured by self-report in which respondents chose one of sixteen income categories ranging from less than $2,000 annually to $30,000 or more. Number of years of schooling was measured by the respondent's self-report of years completed, which was later collapsed into eight categories ranging from less than six years to more than sixteen. 
Results
Endorsement of the Social Identity Labels
Before testing analyses of our three sets of predictions concerning structure of social identities, content of social identities, and their role in cultural adaptation, it is useful to examine the percentage of Mexicanos and Chicanos who endorsed each of the 30 social identity labels. Table 1 , which gives those percentages, shows many similarities, as well as differences, between Mexicanos and Chicanos. First, the similarities. Family and gender role labels were endorsed by at least two-thirds and generally more than three-quarters of the respondents in both groups. On these five terms ("parent," "child," "spouse," "male/female," "sibling"), the two groups differed significantly only with respect to gender. Ten percent more of the Chicanos than of the Mexicanos chose the gender label as self-descriptive, but even among Mexicanos this was one of the three chosen most frequently.
Three other labels were also endorsed by fairly comparable proportions of the two groups. About two-fifths of each group selected the term, "raza"; half, the term "brown"; and 72 percent of the Chicanos and 81 percent of the Mexicanos the term "Spanish speaker." Despite conversing in English in this interview, nearly as many of the Chicanos as the Mexicanos thought of themselves as Spanish speakers. This finding indicates the importance of the social construction process. Self-definition goes far beyond the social realities of language competence or a language decision in a particular situation. We will also show in the factor structure of social identities that even these similarly endorsed ethnic terms have different meanings for the two groups.
Mexicanos and Chicanos had different endorsement rates for all of the other identity labels. Some of these differences represent generational distance from Mexico. Mexicanos are more likely than Chicanos to accept the labels "Mexican," "foreigner," and "immigrant" as self descriptive, while Chicanos are more likely to endorse "American of Mexican descent," "Mexican American," "American," "U.S. citizen," "U.S. native," and "English speaker." The endorsements of the two groups also reflect social class differences. Mexicanos are more likely to say that they think of themselves as "blue-collar workers," "farmworkers," and "poor," while more Chicanos endorse the labels "middle class" and "working class." There is also a different political consciousness reflected in the responses of the two groups. Mexicanos more frequently identify with labels that indicate a broad Latin American consciousness, for example the terms "Hispanic," "Latino," and "mestizo." Some Chicanos see these terms as self-descriptive but, compared to the Mexicanos, more Chicanos identify with terms that were given specific political meaning in Chicano politics, for example the term "Chicano" itself and the term "pocho."
Structure and Content of Social Identity
Our analysis of similarities and differences in the structure and content of social identities between Mexicanos and Chicanos proceeded in three stages. In the first stage, we randomly selected half of the respondents within each group from our survey data and performed an exploratory factor analysis for each group to extract preliminary structures. After theoretical consideration and refinement, we arrived at a final structure for each group. In the second stage, we performed confirmatory factor analyses of our proposed models within groups, using our survey data of those respondents not included in the first stage. Finally, in the third stage, we tested each model between groups to test how well the Chicano model would fit the Mexicano data, and viceversa. the Mexicano data, and that seven factors should be extracted from the Chicano data. Use of these plots to determine the number of extracted factors can be very subjective but was adequate to provide some structure to our preliminary analyses. Since standard factor analysis cannot determine a unique, "best" solution, the appropriateness of each model for each group is more adequately addressed with confirmatory tests of the proposed models. Figures  3 and 4 provide diagrams of the models with results of our confirmatory factor analyses.
Exploratory Factor Analyses
Confirmatory Factor Analyses
Confirmatory factor analyses were performed on the remaining data to test each model. Our results suggest that the proposed models provide a good fit for the data. Figures 3 and 4 present the models along with estimated parameters and fit diagnostics. In addition, we tested each group using the other group's proposed model (i.e., Mexicano model with Chicano data, and Chicano model with Mexicano data). The fit statistics for these analyses are presented in Table 2 ; they suggest that the Mexicano model does not fit the Chicano respondents well, and that the Chicano model does not fit well with the Mexicano respondents. Please refer to Appendix A for a more detailed discussion of these analyses. The Mexicano factor structure has fewer degrees of freedom because one social identity label, pocho, was deleted due to low endorsement.
The Social Identities of the Mexicanos
For Mexicanos (Figure 3) , all of the family and gender roles cohere to make one factor; the nationality and class terms are each driven by two latent factors. Social class is cleanly divided between the conceptions of middle class and working class. The observed variable "middle class" loads onto a separate factor from "working class" and is associated with thinking of the self as "white." The terms "poor," "farmworker," "blue collar," and "working class" converge to create a factor that represents a merger of rural and industrial workers more characteristic of the historical political economy of Mexico than of the United States. These class-based identities support the prediction that the immigrants would show evidence of a Latin American class consciousness. This is also seen in the fact that these Mexicanos do not think of the Working Class identity as an immigrant identity. For Mexicanos, identification as an immigrant does not anchor a separate identity, as we had predicted, nor is it associated with social class. Instead, being an immigrant is part of a family identity.
Two nationality identities emerged for the Mexicanos. One, a Binational identity, reflects their sense of themselves as "Mexican Americans" and "Americans of Mexican descent," along with their identification with strictly U.S. self-descriptions. As predicted, it is the U.S. labels that are particularly problematic for the Mexicanos and figure prominently in what it means to be an American of Mexican descent. The Binational identity does not include the term "Mexican," which is part of the Family identity of the Mexicanos. The other nationality identity, Panraza, includes broad Latin American terms ("Hispanic" and "Latino," but also racial and color terms that have significance in Latin America). This identity shows the "homeward orientation" that was predicted to be the core of a political identity for Mexicanos, although the results show this identity does not specifically reflect involvement with Mexico. Instead, it reveals a sense of self as being part of something broader than either Mexico or the United States-a foreign, Hispanic/Latino self that connects with the peoples of Latin America.
The Social Identities of the Chicanos
In the Chicano model (Figure 4) , we see that the identities of the Chicano sample are particularly differentiated with respect to social class and ethnicity. These U.S.-born English speakers have three class-tied identities that reflect the historical experience of Mexican workers in the class structure of the United States. One, the Farmworker identity, brings together labels representing the historically common position of immigrant workers from Mexico-"farmworker," "poor," "immigrant," and "foreigner." (Currently, however, nearly .) The second, the Working Class identity, involves thinking of the self as "working class" and a "family breadwinner." A third, U.S./ Middle Class identity, suggests yet a further stage of class differentiation. It is conceived of by the Chicanos as involving both class and nationality-to be part of the United States is to be middle class. This identity best supports the prediction that the Chicanos would show a characteristic American lack of class consciousness, and reveals the tendency in the United States to conceive of middle class standing as an American quality. This U.S./Middle Class identity also includes gender, showing that for Chicanos, the sense of the self as a woman or a man is associated with the most mainstream identity. The U.S./Middle Class identity is an example of gaining psychological distinctiveness through individual mobility, "passing" or "exiting" from a devalued group to become psychologically part of the valued mainstream. Nationality was also more complicated for the Chicanos than for the Mexicanos. As noted earlier, the U.S./Middle Class identity merges nationality and class. A second nationality factor, Latino, also merges nationality and class, in "Latino," "Hispanic," and "blue collar." This identity is distinguished from a Binational identity. For Chicanos, the Binational identity brings together the dual terms-"American of Mexican descent" and "Mexican American"-with the term "Mexican." Thus, as predicted, it is the Mexican self that is problematic in being an American of Mexican descent for these members of the later generations.
As predicted, the Chicano respondents also produced a Raza identity that has a specifically U.S. rather than Latin American connotation. This identity is comprised of terms ("pocho," "Indian," "brown," "Spanish speaker," "Chicano," "raza," and "mestizo") that the Chicano political movement uses to describe the unique experience of Mexicans in the United States. "Raza"-the race-indicates a united racial-cultural community, and "mestizo" indicates that Mexicans are a mixture of many races. "Pocho," ordinarily a derogatory term connoting a style of speaking with a mixture of Spanish and English, became a positive identification, as did these other terms, by a reconceptualization by the Chicano movement in the 1970s. That being a Spanish speaker belongs best on this factor shows that Spanish maintenance has political significance to the later generations. But we were wrong to expect that the identity of being a Spanish speaker would anchor a separate identity. Language may well be problematic for these Chicanos, but they apparently deal with it by making Spanish a self-defining political question.
Social Identities and Cultural Adaptations
Tables 3 and 4 present regression analyses in which each of the measures of cultural loyalty is predicted from the social identity indices (five for Mexicanos and seven for Chicanos), along with the eight demographic and structural controls. Social identity scores for each factor were created through summation of the number of identity labels on each factor endorsed by the respondent. Factor scores were not used because simple multiple group methods have been shown to be more consistently replicable (Gorsuch 1983). The standardized regression coefficients (betas) for each identity index represent the association between that identity and one of the measures of cultural loyalty after controlling for the shared variance among the identity and structural/demographic measures.
Let us look first at Table 3 for the Mexicanos. Three conclusions can be drawn from these regression analyses.
The first conclusion is that the social identities of the Mexicanos have little to do with their cultural adaptations. Only three of the five social identities are significantly related to any measure of cultural adaptation, and only one is related to several of these cultural measures. We will see that the social identities of the Chicanos are more broadly involved in their cultural adaptations. Second, as predicted, it is the identity associated with the problematic status of manual worker, the Working Class identity, that is the most important psychologically. The Working Class identity is significantly related to all four measures of adapting to U.S. life by retaining elements of Mexican cultural traditions. Mexicanos who identity with the status of manual worker (a status that approximately 80 percent of Mexican immigrants actually hold) by accepting as self-descriptive some or most of the labels "working class," "blue collar worker," "farmworker," "poor," "family breadwinner," and "Chicano" are also the most familistic, and most frequently want their children to retain Mexican culture, like Spanish-language media, and approve of Spanish-English bilingualism. Since structural and demographic factors are controlled in these analyses, loyalty to Mexican culture among Working Class identified Mexicanos is not merely a matter of their lack of economic and structural integration. Instead, the self-construction as working class plays an independent role in the immigrant generation's commitment to preserving Mexican traditions as a mode of cultural adaptation to the American scene.
Third, two social identities of the Mexicanos are related in opposite ways to approval of bilingualism. The Binational identity, which in addition to the dual terms of "Mexican American" and "American of Mexican descent" includes the problematic and extremely rare identities for the immigrants of being "U.S. citizens," "U.S. natives," "Americans," and "English speakers," is associated with disapproval of bilingualism. For immigrants to deal with being or becoming Mexican Americans by embracing U.S. identities that objectively do not apply to them-something only 10 to 20 percent do-seems to go along with adopting the view that "English only" is the American linguistic way. In contrast, the sense of self as Middle Class, comprised of the terms "middle class" and "white," is associated with positive attitudes toward people who can speak both Spanish and English and toward school programs that teach both languages. This identity does not involve the especially problematic U.S. symbols that define the Binational identity, or the ambivalences that those symbols likely evoke for an immigrant generation. Thinking of oneself as white and middle class says nothing about being either Mexican or American, and thus this identity is not implicated in adapting to the United States through accepting cultural hostility toward bilingualism. Table 4 gives the results for the Chicanos. It reveals that the Chicanos' social identities are much more broadly tied to their cultural adaptations than were the social identities of the Mexicanos. Three social identities-U.S./Middle Class, Family, and Raza-are significantly related to at least two of the cultural measures, and another identity-Farmworker-is related to one (liking Spanish-language entertainment).
Four other conclusions may be drawn from Table 4 . First, as predicted, the identity that was made salient and problematic for Chicanos by the Chicano political movement, the Raza Political identity, is the most psychologically powerful in explaining loyalty to Mexican cultural traditions. Chicanos who have embraced some or most of the political symbols that transformed negative characterizations of Mexican-origin people to positive ones are committed to preserving elements of Mexican traditions as a mode of cultural adaptation in the United States. This identity is significantly related to the desire to transmit Mexican traditions to children, approval of bilingualism (which for these English-dominant speakers means retention of Spanish), and positive attitudes toward Spanish-language entertainment and media. These associations show the clear political meaning conveyed by both the Raza identity and these measures of cultural adaptation. Second, the results further demonstrate the significance of social identities as mediators of social experience. These Chicanos share long-term social experience in the United States; yet, the extent of their cultural loyalty differs greatly depending on the ways they have come to view themselves. If Chicanos have followed a mobility pattern and hold the U.S./Middle class identity, they are apt to have little loyalty to Mexican cultural practices and symbols. Chicanos who are identified as part of the U.S. middle class do not support socializing children to retain Mexican cultural practices and they do not participate in Spanish-language cultural activities. In contrast, if Chicanos have adapted by developing a strong Family identity or a distinctively Chicano Raza sense of self, they do not assimilate culturally. These Chicanos want to retain cultural practices that involve the family, and they assert the importance of Spanish. Thus, it is critical to know how Chicanos have come to think of themselves, not merely how long they have resided in the United States or how structurally integrated they have become, to understand how they are apt to adapt culturally. The quite different effects of the U.S./ Middle Class identity, and the Raza and Family identities, exist independently of length of residency and other demographic and structural variations that are controlled in these analyses.
Third, these results show the importance of a multidimensional conception of social identities and, in particular, the inadequacy of thinking about ethnic identity merely as identification with a nationality. In fact, the Binational and Latino identities were not significantly related to any measure of cultural adaptation among the Chicanos. The strongest identitycultural adaptation relationships are found with political and family identities, and with the identity that merged class with nationality.
Fourth, Chicanos' results reveal the importance of contextual specificity. Family identity is specifically tied to a familistic social adaptation; the political identity (Raza) is specifically tied to the politicized issue of support for bilingualism. This specificity is not as evident in the results for the Mexicanos.
Discussion
As predicted by social identity theory, the differences in the structural and historical conditions experienced by immigrants and ethnics result in a more differentiated identity structure for Chicanos than for Mexicanos. The results of the confirmatory factor analysis further support that the construction of social identities follows different models for the Mexicanos and the Chicanos. The content of the social identities of the two groups also shows important differences according to their accessibility to outgroup comparisons through mastery of the English language. Ethnicity is infused in nearly all of the social identities of both groups, but ethnicity is constructed differently by the Mexicanos and Chicanos.
The accessibility to different experiences in each successive generation in some instances results in the same identities in both groups-for example, a Binational identity, although it was comprised of different identity labels and had different meanings for adaptation. For the newcomer Mexicanos, the especially problematic labels involving the United States were part of what it means to be a Mexican American or American of Mexican descent, while for the later generation Chicanos, it was the problematic relationship to Mexico that was part of the dual identity. Moreover, the Binational identity was irrelevant for the Chicanos' cultural adaptations, while for Mexicanos, the Binational identity was associated with the view that to be an American means rejection of bilingualism.
Both groups had a Middle Class identity, but again it was configured differently. The Middle Class identity was merged with U.S. nationality terms for the Chicanos but not for the Mexicanos. Moreover, the merger of middle class status with U.S. nationality is associated for the Chicanos with the traditional American belief that immigrants should give up their country of origin's cultural traditions. The U.S./Middle Class identity is the most clearly assimilationist identity that emerged for the Chicanos.
Both groups had political identities involving a self-construction as being part of La Raza. However, this identity had a Latin American connotation for the Mexicanos, and was comprised of terms that have become symbols of a unique U.S. experience for the Chicanos. Moreover, the Latin American Panraza identity was not implicated in the cultural adaptations of Tajfel's theory is basically a psychological theory of what goes on in a reactive process of identity formation. Although it is usually depicted as a universally-applicable theory, it emphasizes psychological reactions to social categorizations and comparisons that make group memberships valued or derogated. A reactive process of identity formation is one of two delineated by Portes and Rumbaut (1990) as likely to fit the adaptations of immigrants. Like Tajfel, they define a reactive process as coming from discrimination, categorical treatment, common labeling, and stereotypes of groups that may have shared only tenuous bonds before arriving in the United States. A linear process, in contrast, is shaped by cultural experiences transported from the country of origin, a linear continuation of past experience rather than an emergent reaction to the situation in the receiving country. Portes and Rumbaut argue that the reactive process is most likely to apply to immigrants who come to the United States as manual laborers and who settle in visible ethnic areas, while the linear process applies best to political refugees and to immigrant groups comprised predominantly of professional workers who live dispersed across the United States.
A reactive process ought to apply well, therefore, to Mexican immigrants. Of the largest eight contemporary immigrant groups, Mexicans (along with Cambodians) are the most predominantly manual workers; they have the lowest proportions of professionals and managers; they settle primarily in four metropolitan areas (Los Angeles, Chicago, El Paso, and San Diego); they join communities that are among the most concentrated ethnic communities in the country (Portes and Rumbaut 1990 ). Yet, our results show that the Tajfel framework fits the Chicanos who have been in the United States for at least two generations better than it fits the first-generation immigrants. Social identities are more broadly implicated in the cultural adaptations of the Chicanos than of the Mexicanos. In other analyses, we have also found that social identities are more broadly related for the Chicanos than for the Mexicanos to groupconscious political attitudes (Hurtado and Gurin 1987) , to intragroup and intergroup contacts (Rodriguez and Gurin 1990), and to ethnic socialization of children (Hurtado et al. 1993) .
Why would the Tajfel theory of identity formation as a reactive process apply better to the Chicanos than to the new immigrants? A reactive process is likely to require a decision to settle in the United States. Until that decision is made, immigrants can relate to the United States as temporary sojourners for whom U.S.-based group categorizations, labeling, and common treatment are not self-defining. Several studies have found that awareness of group-based discrimination is more, not less, widespread the longer persons of Mexican descent have lived in the United States (Portes and Rumbaut 1990). The reactive process likely begins in the first-generation, but only when the aspiration of returning to Mexico recedes in the possible selves of the immigration generation. The reactive process becomes critical when the United States becomes critical; it continues to apply, generation after generation, to groups that continue to be categorized, labeled, and discriminated against in the intergroup social structure of the United States.
Appendix A
The remaining respondents in each group that were not selected for use in the exploratory factor analyses were used to test our proposed models in corresponding confirmatory factor analyses. Parameters were estimated using LISREL (Joreskog and Sorbom 1989). Correlation matrices used as input were created using PRELIS (Joreskog and Sorbom 1986). Our analyses were conducted using standard product-moment correlation matrices; however, since our data were dichotomous, we replicated our analyses using an input matrix of polychoric correlations estimated by PRELIS. Since our results did not significantly differ using the polychoric matrix, the results using the original product-moment correlation matrices are presented here. The standard maximum likelihood procedure was used to obtain the parameter estimates.
The standardized solution for the Mexicano model is presented in Figure 3 . The sample size for this analysis is 318. All latent variables are permitted to correlate, but each observed variable is assumed to have only one direct effect from a latent variable. In addition, we assume that there are no correlations among the error terms of the observed variables. The estimated linkages between the substantive factors and the observed variables are reasonably strong, with the weakest between "Chicano" and the "Working Class" factor (X, = 0.344). Correlations among the latent variables are moderate, with a few above 0.6: "Working Class" and "Panraza" (0.678), "Middle Class" and "Family" (0.623), and "Family" and "Panraza" (0.652). These are not large enough to pose any problems. All parameters (k,, 4, and 8d) are highly significant. The x2 value obtained is high (708.4, p < 0.00), although X2/d.f. is a reasonable 1.94. The root mean square residual reports an average deviation of the correlation matrix produced by the model from the actual input matrix. For this model, it is reported at 0.067, which is low enough to suggest that x2 may be a biased criterion of fit for this model. Figure 4 . Our sample size here was 436. As for the Mexicano model, factors are permitted to correlate, but observed variables are permitted to have a direct link with only one latent factor. Estimated links between latent and observed variables are acceptable, although there is a noticeably low link between the "Family" factor and "parent" (X,, = 0.206). Since we believe that there are compelling theoretical reasons why these two should be linked, we kept the "parent" variable in the analysis. Except for the three elements of f that are indicated in Table 2 , all parameters are highly significant. x2 is high (839.1, p < 0.00), but X2/d.f. is relatively low at 2.18. The root mean square residual for this model is 0.061.
The Chicano model is presented in
The results suggest that both of our models fit reasonably well. Both manage to capture the original relationships among the observed variables (the input correlation matrix) while leaving out 116 and 180 possible linkages, respectively, between observed and latent variables for each model.
